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IV.— k AND n FORMS IN THE EARLY IONIC POETS. 

The pronominal stem no- (n>/-) frequently appears as ko- in the 
MSS of the early Ionic poets (e. g., okoiV Archil. 70'); in most 
of the prose writings there is a preponderating majority of k forms, 
while Homer and the inscriptions of the Ionic cities and their 
colonies (always including the Islands) present nothing but no 
and jtij. 

Suggested Explanations. 

Various attempts have been made to account for the origin of 
these mysterious forms in k ; but no thoroughly satisfactory expla- 
nation has yet been offered. 

Ridgeway. Professor Ridgeway (Early Age of Greece I) 
holds the « to be a survival from primitive Greek ; " literary 
Ionic kept the original forms in k such as koios, kS>s = noios, irms. 
Now, as the forms with « are not found on any inscriptions, it is 
plain that the Ionianshad abandoned them before the sixth century 
B. C. ... The archaic form always survives in literature when it 
has ceased to be used vernacularly ", p. 676. The use by the 
Samians of Kvav6\jna for the Tivareyjna festival of Athens and the 
Uav6\jna of other Greek states is not a sufficient proof that in Ionic 
the k forms represent the speech of the earliest emigrants ; the 
< of Kvavoifna may owe its form to popular etymology or be due 
to some other purely local reason. 

Why, with this single exception, should the alternation of k and 
n be confined to one solitary instance, the pronominal stem no ? 
It is a widespread phenomenon in the other interrelated Indo- 
Germanic dialects commonly adduced as parallels ; cf. Irish 
each, Welsh pawb Lat. quisque, Oscan pispis : Ir. cethir, W. 
pedwar, Lat. quaiiuor, Osc. petora: Ir. coic, W. pump, Lat. 
quinque, Umbrian puntes (' pentads ') : and even in loan-words 
Ir. case, W. pasg (Pascha, Easter). No theory can be regarded 
as fully adequate unless it accounts for the restricted use of « and 
ir in the dialects of Greece. 

Prof. Ridgeway dismisses the question of the absence of k forms 
from Homer as one " which those who allege an Ionic origin for 
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the poems or parts of the poems will have to answer ". For " if 
the poems were composed on the mainland of Greece in either 
Thessaly or Argolis under the domination of the labializing 
Acheans, then the non-appearance of the k forms is explained on 
the same principle as that by which we have already explained 
the appearance of 7reVrap«, n-to-uper and tn-n-or. . . . The argument 
from the k forms only holds good against Ionia, and not against 
the Aeolid, as the possible place of origin for the Homeric 
poems ", p. 677. 

But the difficulty by no means disappears; even if it is admitted 
that the n- forms originated in the European home of the epic, 
how comes it that the Homeric poems offer no single instance ot 
the Ionic k, while other Ionisms, e. g., 17 for 5, are ubiquitous ? Is 
it at all likely that amid so many innovating tendencies a rigid 
archaism should have prevailed in the case of forms so easily 
admitting of change as djroVe and n-5r? 

The three examples quoted by Ridgeway afford no parallel; 
Tierrapes is not found in Homer ; nUvpes could not, for metrical 
reasons, be changed to reo-o-apcs ; and tmros, not "kkos with its 
un-Ionic kk is the form always used even by those representatives 
of pure Ionic who write 6k6t( and kS>s. 

Moller. Some (e. g. Moller) maintain that Ind.-Germ. k v lost 
its labialization (u) in the enclitic forms of these words and became 
k, that is, when the following vowel did not bear the accent; 
resulting in a double series kg>?, *ov, Skoi, Skov, n&s, n-oC, ktX. ; the dis- 
tinction was subsequently lost owing to the workings of analogy ; 
the k forms invaded the territory of the n forms, and vice versa. 

Brugmann. Brugmann (Griech. Gr 1 ., p. 33) suggested that 
in Greek Ind.-Germ. < v a- became *■<»; accordingly there once 
existed side by side pronouns and adjectives in no- masc. (from 
k v o-~) and ku- fem. (from K v a-), with adverbs na <ca. Then followed 
a levelling process which varied in different dialects ; in Ionic 
the it forms were all expelled in favour of <c; in the other dialects 
the masc. n drove out the fem. «, except in xai which retained its 
original k ; cf. Lith. kai, Old Bulg. eg. There are two serious 
objections to this solution : 

(1) There is not sufficient evidence for the existence of * forms 
in the other dialects. Brugmann's single parallel rests upon the 
very dubious derivation of km from an Ind.-Germ. labialized root. 
Two solitary instances of k for n- in Lesbian, Sxai (if the reading 
be correct) and Skoo-o-ov (Cyme), instead of the usual omra S-nnas ktX. 
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may indeed indicate that the area invaded by k forms embraced 
the Aeolians as well as their Ionian neighbours ; dialectic innova- 
tions often extend into two districts of entirely different linguistic 
origin, e. g., psilosis, which affected Lesbos as well as Asiatic 
Ionia. 

(2) If the change from K v a to ko occurred in primitive Greek, 
how is it that there is not a single k form in the earliest Ionic 
(and Aeolic) that has come down to us, while in a later period 
of the dialect (Callinus, etc.) they appear in comparatively 
numerous quantities? There is no evidence that the fem. ko- 
was ever more frequent than its own creation the masc. ko- ; 
curiously enough the only representatives of the former in early 
Ionic poetry have both n, viz. ng Archil. 60, 07117 Sim. Am. 1 2 . 

In addition to the above theory that had been propounded in 
the first edition Brugmann offers another explanation in Gr. Gr 2 . 
Ionic, he maintains, may once have possessed a form kFU = tU, 
in Thessalian kis. Under the influence of this word no- became 
kFo- ; afterwards kFU became tU and kFo- ko-, for which latter 
change he compares 7t<X«kkoi> for irekenFov (cf. n-eAexu-s) and iwckos 
(cf. iukv-sj. We see the process reversed in Cyprian om o-« = iav 
Ttr where n is due to the influence of n-o- [cf. oV« ' auf welche 
Weise', zum pronom. Stamm q«i, r»-r Thumb, Gr. Dial. 1909]. 

This theory is hardly convincing, as it postulates the influence 
of a form which cannot be proved to have existed. In his third 
edition Brugmann rejects his previous hypotheses in favour of 
Solmsen's view that the < forms started from combinations like 
ovkus oHkk ; (cf. noWdnK for rroXiias), the original labial being lost 
owing to the presence of v as in \vkos, /3ovKoXor)(a«ro'W. This 
explanation which has been adopted by Hirt, Buck (Gr. Dial. 
1910), and many other scholars, is certainly the best that has yet 
been offered, and would at least account for the co- existence of 
n- and k forms in early Ionic. 

Evidence : Grammarians : Inscriptions ; MS Tradition. 

Grammarians. There is frequent mention of this Ionic 
peculiarity («e for »r) in the writings of the ancient grammarians ; 
it is, for instance, included among the five special characteristics 
of Ionic in the XltpX 'idSos commonly attributed to Johannes 
Grammaticus (sixth century A. D.), a work itself derived from 
Alexandrian sources. 
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Inscriptions. The evidence of inscriptions, in spite of its 
limited range, is, on the whole, clear and unmistakable. The 
following is a complete list of all Ionic inscriptions bearing upon 
the question. The references are to Collitz and Bechtel's collec- 
tion, Gr. Dial. Inschr. 

Ionic of Asia. 

ottowv Iasus (a colony of Miletus) 5517, not long after 450 B. C. ; 
ojrov Halicarnassus 5727, early fourth century B. c. ; otrWoi Teos, 
5633, 370-50 b. c. according to Wackernagel, early Hellenistic 
according to Judeich ; nov Zeleia (a colony of Miletus) 5532, soon 
after the battle at the Granicus 334 b. C. The following are 
of no value, as the inscriptions in which they occur exhibit 
numerous marks of Attic influence : nov Teos 5634; on-wr (twice) 
Samos 5698. 

Ionic of the Islands. 

oitopat, orrorepoi Eretria 5307, between 410 and 390 B. C. ; on-ou 
Ceos 5398, late fifth century; nore (? in an elegiac couplet?) 
Amorgos 5353, in the archaic Ionic alphabet ; owov, Snas Thasos 
5483, early fourth century B. c. ; n-ou Amphipolis (i. e. Chalcis) 
5282, 357 B. c. 

n and k Forms in the Text of Poets, Themselves 

Natives of Ionia (including the Islands), who 

Wrote in the Ionic Dialect before 500 b. c. 

MS Tradition. Callinus of Ephesus : k6t' i ' ; xas 1 " ; kot? 2 2 ; 
oTrn-dre (an Aeolism) 1 8 . All MSS except B read n-or' i 8 , but 
t6t is certainly the correct reading. Metres, elegiac. 

Archilochus of Paros and Thasos: na 25 s (iamb.); n-j 60 
(tetr.) ; oKoi-qv 70 2 , okoiW 70 3 (tetr.); nov 73 (tetr.); nolov 94' 
(epode) ; »r£? 122 («Sor aSijXoc) ; <«> or <m in a recently discovered 
fragment of an epode, Strassburg Papyrus (second century a. d.) 
edited by Diehl Supplem. Lyricum, Archil. 3". Thumb, Gr. 
Dial., p. 352, quotes <«> or k<os from "the Parian fragment of 
Archilochus"; there is some mistake about this, as no such 
instance occurs in the published texts of the Parian inscription 
(no. 4 in Diehl) ; Thumb was probably thinking of the Strass- 
burg papyrus. 

Simonides of Amorgos : oirj 1 2 ; oiras i 5 (iamb.); Sk<os 7 82 , 
6kov 7 91 , kot 7", okovJ 106 (iamb.). 
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Mimnermus of Colophon: kot ii 1 ; wot' 12 2 ; ofaore 14 5 . 
Metres, elegiac. 

Xenophanes of Colophon : otnore 1 6 ; 6n6o-ov 1 " ; nore 6 2 . 
Metres, elegiac. 

Hipponax of Ephesus : in 19 1 most editors read <a x^a^av for 
the MS x<»Xevai>, x^- ai '""'> T 9" x^<" vav > x^ alvc "' °^ editions. Some 
(e. g. Brink, Bergk) read «or' f'yyvr 42'; MSS kot' eyyis, and 
KaT«yyvs which Hoffmann accepts, quoting a note by Meineke 
" Kdreyyvs dictum ut Kan8vs, kotivBv kt\. " ; this is adopted by the 
revisers of Bergk's text who reject his reading kot iyyit. The 
above instances of k forms have therefore no MS authority. 
Skov 51 2 (chol.) also quoted as Snov in schol. Lycophr. 579; 
ottw? 85 s (hexam.); n-Sf 87 (hexam.). 

Ananius, a contemporary and perhaps fellow-citizen of Hip- 
ponax : ttov 1 1 (chol.) in a quotation made by Aristophanes (Frogs 
659) ; an Attic comedy cannot be regarded as a trustworthy 
witness for n in an Ionic poet ; cf. Renner (in Curtius : Studien I, 
p. 156), " cum Ar. tres illos versus Dionysum dicentem faciat, 
non mirum videtur in Atticam dialectum abiisse ". 

Anacreon of Teos : in 1 * some read 7 kov on (for our present 
purpose) insufficient MS evidence; others (e. g., Bergk, Far- 
nell) iKou or t*ev. Some form with k (k£>kot, or <«■> tot') is certain 
in 33 ; SW 63 2 according to Athenaeus 427 A, who quotes the 
same fragment with Snas 475 C (inferior MSS oW) ; for jtot' 85 
we have no real authority, as it occurs in a much-quoted proverb 
( Ar. Plutus 1002) attributed to Anacreon ; but wot' is always the 
form given in all our sources, e. g., Zenobius V 80. Metres, 
Anacreontic except 85 (iamb.). 

There are two n forms in elegies, probably spurious, assigned 
to Aesop of Samos and Demodocus of Leros : n-Ss Aes. 1 ' ; 7tot' 
Dem. 4 1 . 

Results : allowing the * forms the benefit of the doubt in 
Hipp. 51 2 and excluding 6jnroV<- Callin. i 8 , as an Aeolism, we get 
from the MS tradition of the early Ionic poets 13 well-attested 
forms with «, 15 well-attested forms with w. 

There is not a single instance of k for n- in the works of the 
early poets who wrote in the Ionic dialect, but were not them- 
selves natives of Ionia; the n forms are numerous, e. g., ovna> 
Tyrt. n 2 , rro) Theogn. 43, ^wore Theogn. 69. In spite of this 
fact, Hartung (Gr. Elegiker, Vol. I) has printed Callinus 1 
among the elegies of Tyrtaeus without even troubling to change 
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the k forms in i 1 , i 12 (k6V', icmt). The absence of k forms affords 
an argument (if indeed argument were needed) against those 
who would assign Theognis 1231-1389 to Mimnermus or some 
other Asiatic poet. 

Ionic Prose. 

Prose. The practice of the early prose-writers in Ionia seems 
to have varied according to individual preferences. Instances of 
w are extremely rare in the MSS of Herodotus ; but it is doubtful 
whether they should be expelled in favour of the very common 
k in cases where the evidence is unusually strong, as in I 188, 
where all MSS read on-oi or 07177. Hippocrates appears to have 
preferred w except perhaps in the combination 6k- ; but even the 
ancients were not agreed as to his choice in this respect; as 
Gomperz has pointed out, the inferior MSS of Hipp, offer a far 
greater number of k forms and suggest a desire on the part of 
the copyists to impart a stronger ' Ionic ' colouring to the text. 
It should be remembered that Hdt. always wrote dn-oSan-dr ; cf. 
Xenophanes nrjXUos. 

Later Poetry. 

We also meet k forms in the later poets ; Phoenix of Colophon 
(date unknown) has Skov Athen. 360 A ; 6k6<jov ib. 530 E ; xwkoV 
(twice) 530 E (all chol.) ; /jijn-ore occurs in an elegy attributed to 
Scythinus of Teos (perhaps a contemporary of Plato) rejected as 
spurious by Bergk, Poet. Lyr. Graec.*, p. 508. 

In Herodas " the forms in ko- are considerably more frequent 
than those in no-". Nairn, Introd., p. lxiv. With regard to the 
latter he rightly rematks, " it is not certain that these forms with 
7T- for k- are really Attic. They may be old Ionic ", p. Ix. 
Crusius also retains both forms in his text of Herodas, e. g., 

7TOT 6 , Koiot 6 . 

The New Callimachus. The same variety is presented by 
Callimachus. The new fragments of the Aetia (eleg.) and Iambi 
published and edited by Dr. A. S. Hunt in Oxyrh. Pap. VII, no. 
ion (late fourth century a. d.), have added very considerably 
to the previously available materials (viz. two instances of k fr. 
85, 93)- In the Index to these poems we find in and 2 n- forms, 
with another example of k suggested as an alternative conjecture 
in the notes ; for the purpose of our present inquiry these 
figures require a certain amount of modification. There can, 
however, be no doubt of the following: /core 4, 211 (not in the 
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pap., but supplied from fr. 93) ; irore 54 ; (Wore 26 ; xamoW 236 ; 
nov 112 ; okou 93 as proved by fr. 85, pap. oikov (sic); m 161 ; 
kS>s 278, 403 ; lines 1-89 come from the Aetia, the rest from the 
Iambi. 

The other forms in the editor's text must be set aside as 
uncertain for the following reasons : 

L. 18. "Wilamowitz objects to kotc as inconsistent with the 
context . . . and would therefore substitute *ai ... In the 
papyrus kot or kot is fairly plain ". A. S. H. 

L. 54. " Kore is substituted for n-ore in this verse on the 
analogy of 11. 4 and 18. In the Hymns the forms in n- are pre- 
ferred, but the Ionic spelling occurs in some of the Epigrams ". 
A. S. H. 

But the evidence for *ore in 18 is very doubtful, and in 236 
(Iambi) Dr. Hunt himself accepts the n of the papyrus. L. 112, 
wou pap., kov text ; no reason given. L. 234, .[...] v pap., text 
oK^olrfju. L. 254, Ka;y[.]p pap., kov yap (text) is a conjecture 
made by Wilamowitz " which distinctly improves it unless, as 
Murray suggests, we read in 254 ?i>". A. S. H. L. 291, «ko. 
pap., "perhaps «" kot, possibly d^ov". A. S. H. 

Results for Callimachus. Our revised list gives us 6 k 
and 4 7t forms against the editor's 12 k and 2 it. 

In the Persians of Timotheus we find wot 118; and kS>s 162, 

used by a foreigner 'laova yXSiaaav c£txv(vav. 

Later Prose. 

Of the later prose-writers and Ionic " revivalists " Lucian 
preferred k ; " his only exception seems to be nore Dea Syr. 29 ", 
according to Professor Weir Smyth who elsewhere in the same 
book gives Lucian nas V. A. 4 (Ionic Dialect, p. 291). There is 
an overwhelming majority of n- forms in the Ionic of Arrian ; both 
k and n- occur indiscriminately in the MSS of the other late Ionic 
writers. 

The Bearing of the Evidence on the Practice 
of Modern Editors. 

There is nothing in the above evidence to justify the practical 
unanimity with which modern editors and grammarians have 
expelled the n- forms from the early elegiac and iambic poets of 
Ionia ; the list includes Fick, Crusius, Biese, Buchholz, Pepp- 
miiller, Renner, Hoffmann, and others, but not Bergk, the n- 
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forms of whose Anthologia Lyrica have been changed to k by the 
editors who revised the text after his death. A typical instance 
is afforded by the Gr. Dial., Vol. Ill (Ionic) of Hoffmann, who 
has added to his chapters on grammar a revised text ofArchi- 
lochus and other early poets. 

Hoffmann. For his treatment of Callinus see infra, p. 83. 
In Mimn. and Sim. Am. he has changed every case of n into k 
without giving any reason for the correction. In Hipponax n is 
twice changed to k, in fr. 87 because " the text is corrupt " 
(mangelhaft iiberlie/eri), the meaning of which statement we can 
see on turning to his critical note, " n-Ss iiberliefert : der Dialekt 
fordert /cur". On p. 596, he defends onas 85 s because it occurs 
in a "Spottgedicht in Hexametern und im pathetisch-epischen 
Stile" ; but in his text he prints it with k, although he expresses 
some hesitation in a critical note. Xenophanes, as " a later 
elegist " is allowed to retain the traditional forms in jr. Why ? 
He was still far too early to be affected by Attic influence. 

Except where Archilochus is concerned, Hoffmann apparently 
regards the tradition of a single k form in the works of an 
early Ionic poet as a sufficient reason for the rejection of 
all the n forms in his writings. Hoffmann has certainly not 
effected this change on statistical grounds, making the minority 
conform with the majority; for, of the three examples in 
Mimn., two have been emended to bring them into line with 
the single form in *; and, again, in the case of Hipponax con- 
siderable emendation is required to make the k forms balance 
those in n. It is hard to see why an exception should be made 
of Archilochus whose « forms are rejected by H. as hyper- 
Ionisms ; this rejection cannot be due to the insular origin of the 
poet, as H. more than once tells us that in this respect no 
distinction can be drawn between the Ionic of Asia and that of 
the Islands, and indeed he regards -no- as the only genuine form 
in the text of Hippocrates and elsewhere (p. 595) tells us that 
we do not know which Ionic cities use <eo for n-o. Nor can he 
have been led to this choice by the occurrence of ir forms alone 
in the inscriptions of Thasos, where Archilochus spent a con- 
siderable part of his life ; for he definitely reckons him as a poet 
of Paros, while he twice expresses a doubt whether Simonides 
wrote in the dialect of Samos or in that of Amorgos ; besides, 
had he wished to conform with inscriptional evidence, he should 
6 
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have also ' restored ' v to Anacreon of Teos, as the inscriptions 
of that town present nothing but n- forms. 

Asiatic and Island Ionic. It has been suggested by Wila- 
mowitz (Horn. Untersuch.) that the forms in k were peculiar to 
Eastern Ionic, while the n- forms were alone in use among the 
inhabitants of the Islands. The scanty materials at our disposal 
do not warrant this conclusion. There is, as we have seen, no 
instance of k in the inscriptions of Asia or the Islands ; our MS 
evidence does not discriminate between the two districts (Asiatic 
poets 6 k, 7 n-; Island poets 7 k, 7 n-). Even if we reject Sim. 
Am. (as a possible writer of Eastern Ionic) the proportion 
of n forms (5 77, 3 k) in the writings of Archilochus is not enough 
to bear the weight of Wilamowitz's theory. We have ttill left 
three k forms in Archil. ; Hauvette (Archiloque) regards the 
passage in which Arch. 70 3 is quoted ('Plato' Eryxias) as a 
genuine fragment of Prodicus, who got the quotation from Hera- 
clitus; the latter philosopher had changed the n- of Archil, to 
conform with the k of his own native dialect; but, as Hauvette 
himself allows, we still have okoiV in the same passage as given 
by another source (Stobaeus). 

Weir Smyth. Professor Weir Smyth believes that " the 
Ionic dialect possesses both n- and « as in n-Sr, kZs, tt6t(, k6t(, and 
in all connected forms" (Ion. Dial., §341); but he will not 
admit that the same poet could use both : " though it cannot be 
gainsaid that no poet of Ionic birth could use either k or n in the 
same word, we are unable to demonstrate in all cases which 
was the chosen form. In any event I regard it as problematic 
whether any of the instances of the n- forms in the MSS of the 
iambographs and Ionic elegists (though here the evidence is less 
certain) are retentions of the original " (ib.). Seeing that "the 
Ionic dialect possesses both n- and « ", and that early Ionic 
poetry is full of epic reminiscences, we should naturally expect 
to find a poet using forms in n-, even though his own city-dialect 
preferred k. If he was at liberty to introduce a genitive singular 
in -010 as well as in -ov, why could he not adopt a similar variety 
in the form of a pronominal stem ? Sophocles in his lyrics could 
write nTjxavaU (Antig. 349) and /iaxavais (Ajax 181), if, with Jebb 
and other editors, we accept the best MS tradition. If an 
Athenian could write iav, ijv, and &v, why could not an Ionian 
write 7tot€ and kots, just as an English poet will use hath and hast 
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The Epic and Early Ionic Poetry. The influence of epic 
diction is itself a sufficient warrant for the retention of well- 
attested Tt forms in Ionic poetry. It is, of course, well-known that 
later scribes smuggled Attic forms into the MSS of non-Attic 
writers ; it is equally true that the texts of Ionic literature have 
been inundated with a mass of hyper-Ionisms (e. g. pr)bt\x.ir,v 
Theogn. (A.) 152, airiav masc. in Hdt.), falsely deduced from 
the salient features of the Ionic dialect, of which the most obvious 
are undoubtedly the use of 9 for Attic a after e, 1, P , and the 
substitution of k for n- in pronominal stems. It is not unlikely 
then that n was sometimes changed to k in the MSS of Ionic 
authors. It is worth nothing that we rarely have K and n in the 
same fragment of an early poet, e. g., n twice in Sim. Am. 1, k 
four times in Sim. Am. 7, though we owe both poems to the 
same anthology (Stobaeus). This indicates that the text of the 
poets may have been tampered with by early scribes for the 
sake of securing uniformity. 

Subdialectal differences may indeed have existed in the various 
Ionic cities, and the * (or n-) forms may have been confined to 
the speech of certain localities; but, as far as we can judge, the 
early poets wrote in an Ionic kojh; tinged (in the case of the 
elegists at any rate) with a strong admixture of epic words 
and forms. 

Hoffmann. Hoffmann, Fick, and others, it is true, deny the 
influence of Homer on the phonetics and morphology of Archi- 
lochus and Callinus. But forms like 'EvvMoio aWror (with the 
un-Ionic digamma) or, if we accept the variant preferred by H., 
'Ev. 6(010 (Arch. 1 l ), and on-n-ore Ktv fijj (Callin. 1 8 ) are a sufficient 
proof that the writers did not confine themselves to pure Ionic. 
It is, to put it mildly, sheer begging of ihe question to regard 
eo-0-erai, jreXayccro-i, roWoi' and the like as " genuine Ionic forms no 
longer spoken in the language of daily life " (Hoffmann). We 
have no evidence that they ever existed in uncontaminated 
literary Ionic, nor can we explain away oisnoTe kcv Sf/ by calling it 
"a quotation from Homer" (Hoffmann); we could with equal 
justice extend the name to other tt forms in early Ionic poetry ; 
cf. oS no™ ndpirav, Od. 4, 693; 11, 528, which recurs in the same 
metrical position in Mimn. 14 5 , where H. has altered n-ore to 
kot€. In this particular case (Callin. 1 8 ) the metre did not allow 
the correction of omrore to o/coVe, and Bach's conjecture 6kk6tc is a 
' ghost-form ', for -«- like -inr- is a combination unknown to 
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Ionic; <tv could have been accounted for as a loan from the 
vocabulary of Homer, a proceeding admitted by Hoffmann. So 
he had to content himself with calling the phrase a ' quotation ', 
though he cannot refrain from adding a doubt as to the authen- 
ticity of the text. The presumption is that poets who borrow 
words and phrases from Homer will also borrow forms from the 
same source. And H. himself (p. 184) asserts that the imitation 
of the non-Ionic element in Homer begins with so early a writer 
as Mimnermus. What we deny is not the greater frequency of 
such forms in later Ionic poetry, but their entire absence, as 
claimed by Hoffmann, from the works of the oldest Ionian poets. 

Inscriptions. The testimony of the inscriptions is, as we 
have seen, somewhat meagre, and their dialect is occasionally 
open to grave suspicion ; e. g., ovras 5727, £evav 5517, ipimv 5633, 
ravrais 5398 betray a tendency to use Attic forms which appears 
in a colony of Miletus (5517) as early as the fifth century b. C. 
The cumulative evidence is still quite enough to prove beyond 
all doubt the existence of n- forms in Ionic territory (cf. 5307 
Eretria, and the early inscription from Amorgos) ; but the 
inscriptions are by no means sufficiently numerous or free from 
the suspicion of Atticism to disprove the presence of an alterna- 
tive < element in other Ionic localities as well as in the very 
towns to which we are indebted for the inscriptions themselves. 

Summary. To sum up; although our material is limited, 
general considerations, such as the influence of Homer, and the 
testimony of Ionic inscriptions, as well as statistics based upon a 
multifarious MS tradition, all point in the same direction, viz., 
to the indiscriminate use of* and n- by the pre-Herodotean poets 
of Ionia. We cannot draw any distinction in this respect 
between the Ionic of Asia and that of the Islands ; in neither 
quarter do the inscriptions give a single instance of a k form, and 
a careful sifting of the literary (i. e. MS) evidence maintains 
herein a remarkably even balance between the two districts. 
The editor of these poets must therefore in every case make his 
choice of « or 7r according to the MS testimony at his disposal. 

T. Hudson-Williams. 
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